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Appendix A California Environmental 
Quality Act Checklist 

The following checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors 
that might be affected by the proposed project. The California Environmental Quality 
Act impact levels include “potentially significant impact,” “less than significant 
impact with mitigation,” “less than significant impact,” and “no impact.”  

The California Environmental Quality Act requires that environmental documents 
determine significant or potentially significant impacts. In many cases, background 
studies performed in connection with the project indicate no impacts. A mark in the 
“no impact” column of the checklist reflects this determination. Any needed 
explanation of that determination is provided at the beginning of Chapter 2. 
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AESTHETICS - Would the project:  
 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?      X    

 
 

    X    
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic building within a state scenic highway? 

 
 

 
 

    X    c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of the site and its surroundings?  

 

 
 

      X  
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views 
in the area? 

 
 

 
AGRICULTURE RESOURCES - In determining 
whether impacts to agricultural resources are 
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may 
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation 
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the 
California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model 
to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and 
farmland. Would the project: 

 

 
 

    X    

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California 
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

 

 

 
 

    X    b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract? 

 

 

 
 

    X    
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment, 
which, due to their location or nature, could result in 
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

 

 

 
AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance 
criteria established by the applicable air quality 
management or air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following determinations. 
Would the project: 

 

 
 

      X  a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 
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      X  
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

 

 

 
 

      X  d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentration? 

 

 

 
 

      X  e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

 

 

 
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:  
 

 

  X      

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 

 

 
 

  X      

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified 
in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or 
by the California Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 

 

 
 

  X      

C) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

 

 

 
 

  X      

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 
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      X  

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

 

 

 
CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:  
 

 

    X    a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 

 

 

 

      X  b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?  

 

 

 
 

      X  
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature? 

 

 

 
 

      X  d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

 
 

 
GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:  
 

 

      X  
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

 

 

 
 

      X  

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based 
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. 

 

 

 
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?        X  

 
 

      X  iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 
 

 

 
iv) Landslides?        X  
 

 
      X  b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

 

 
 

      X  

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 
that would become unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in onsite or offsite landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 
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      X  
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property. 

 

 

 
 

      X  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use 
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

 

 

 
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - 
Would the project: 

 

 
 

      X  
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous material, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

 

 
 

 

      X  

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized 
areas or where residences are intermixed with 
wildlands? 
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would 
the project: 

 

 
 

      X  a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

 
 

 
 

      X  

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such 
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would 
drop to a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which permits have been 
granted)? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner that would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation onsite or 
offsite? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase 
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that 
would result in flooding onsite or offsite? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water 
drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 

 

 

 
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?        X  

 
 

 

      X  
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area 
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

 

 

 
 

      X  (h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows? 

 

 

                                                                                                                              
 

      X  
i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

 

 

 
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?        X  
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LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:   
 
a) Physically divide an established community?        X  
   

 
 
 

      X  

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, 
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

 

 

 
 

      X  c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural community conservation plan? 

 

 

 
MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:   
 

 

      X  
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally 
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on 
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use 
plan? 

 

 

 
NOISE - Would the project result in:  
 

 

  X      

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels 
in excess of standards established in the local general 
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

 

 

 
 

      X  b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 
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      X  

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people residing or working 
in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working 
in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

 

 
 

POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the 
project:  

 
 

      X  

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes 
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

 
 

 
PUBLIC SERVICES -  

 
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of new 
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

 

 
 Fire protection?        X  

 
 Police protection?       X  

 
 Schools?        X  

 
 Parks?        X  

 
 Other public facilities?        X  
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RECREATION -  
 

 

      X  

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 
 

 
 

      X  

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

 
 

 
TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the 
project:  

 

 

      X  

a) Cause an increase in traffic which his substantial in 
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the 
street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in 
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to 
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

 

 

 
      X  

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level 
of service standard established by the county 
congestion management agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
c) Result in a change in air traffic patters, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that results in substantial safety risks? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

 
 

 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?        X  

 
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?        X  

 
 

      X  
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 
turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

 
 

 
UTILITY AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:  

 
 

      X  a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?  

 

 
 

      X  

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 
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      X  

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

 
 

 
 

      X  

e) Result in determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider that serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments? 

 
 

 
 

      X  
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 
disposal needs? 

 
 

 

      X  g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste?  

 

 
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -  

 

 

  X      

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, or cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 
a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory? 

 

 

 
 

      X  

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, 
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

 

 

 
 

      X  
c) Does the project have environmental effects that 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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Appendix B Title VI Policy Statement  

.  
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Appendix C State Historic Preservation 
Officer Concurrence Letter 
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Appendix D U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Species List 

Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that may be Affected 
by Projects in the BURRIS PARK 7 1/2 Minute Quad 
Database Last Updated: June 1, 2004 
 
Listed Species 
 
Invertebrates 
Branchinecta lynchi - vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)  
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus - valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)  
Lepidurus packardi - vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)  
Fish 
Hypomesus transpacificus - delta smelt (T)  
Amphibians 
Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T)  
Reptiles 
Gambelia (=Crotaphytus) sila - blunt-nosed leopard lizard (E)  
Thamnophis gigas - giant garter snake (T)  
Birds 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus - bald eagle (T)  
Mammals 
Dipodomys nitratoides exilis - Fresno kangaroo rat (E)  
Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides - Tipton kangaroo rat (E)  
Vulpes macrotis mutica - San Joaquin kit fox (E)  
 
Proposed Species 
 
Amphibians 
Ambystoma californiense - California tiger salamander (PT)  
 
Species of Concern 
 
Invertebrates 
Linderiella occidentalis - California linderiella fairy shrimp (SC)  
Lytta molesta - molestan blister beetle (SC)  
Fish 
Lampetra hubbsi - Kern brook lamprey (SC)  
Pogonichthys macrolepidotus - Sacramento splittail (SC)  
Spirinchus thaleichthys - longfin smelt (SC)  
Amphibians 
Spea hammondii - western spadefoot toad (SC)  
 



Appendix D  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Species List 

106 Goshen/Kingsburg 6-Lane 

Reptiles 
Clemmys marmorata marmorata - northwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Clemmys marmorata pallida - southwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Phrynosoma coronatum frontale - California horned lizard (SC)  
Birds 
Agelaius tricolor - tricolored blackbird (SC)  
Athene cunicularia hypugaea - western burrowing owl (SC)  
Branta canadensis leucopareia - Aleutian Canada goose (D)  
Buteo regalis - ferruginous hawk (SC)  
Buteo Swainsoni – Swainson’s hawk (CA)  
Calypte costae – Costa’s hummingbird (SC)  
Carduelis lawrencei – Lawrence’s goldfinch (SC)  
Chaetura vauxi – Vaux’s swift (SC)  
Charadrius montanus - mountain plover (SC)  
Elanus leucurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)  
Empidonax traillii brewsteri - little willow flycatcher (CA)  
Grus canadensis tabida - greater sandhill crane (CA)  
Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shrike (SC)  
Melanerpes lewis – Lewis’ woodpecker (SC)  
Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew (SC)  
Picoides nuttallii – Nuttall’s woodpecker (SLC)  
Plegadis chihi - white-faced ibis (SC)  
Selasphorus rufus - rufous hummingbird (SC)  
Mammals 
Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific western big-eared bat (SC)  
Eumops perotis californicus - greater western mastiff-bat (SC)  
Myotis ciliolabrum - small-footed myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis volans - long-legged myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis yumanensis - Yuma myotis bat (SC)  
Onychomys torridus tularensis - Tulare grasshopper mouse (SC)  
Perognathus inornatus - San Joaquin pocket mouse (SC)  
 
Species with Critical Habitat Proposed or Designated in this Quad 
vernal pool fairy shrimp (X)  
vernal pool invertebrates (X)  
vernal pool plants (X)  
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (X) 
 
============================================================= 
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Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that may be Affected 
by Projects in the GOSHEN 7 1/2 Minute Quad 
Database Last Updated: June 1, 2004 
 
Listed Species 
 
Invertebrates 
Branchinecta lynchi - vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)  
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus - valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)  
Lepidurus packardi - vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)  
Fish 
Hypomesus transpacificus - delta smelt (T)  
Amphibians 
Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T)  
Reptiles 
Gambelia (=Crotaphytus) sila - blunt-nosed leopard lizard (E)  
Thamnophis gigas - giant garter snake (T)  
Birds 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus - bald eagle (T)  
Mammals 
Dipodomys nitratoides exilis - Fresno kangaroo rat (E)  
Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides - Tipton kangaroo rat (E)  
Vulpes macrotis mutica - San Joaquin kit fox (E)  
 
Proposed Species 
Amphibians 
Ambystoma californiense - California tiger salamander (PT)  
 
Species of Concern 
 
Invertebrates 
Linderiella occidentalis - California linderiella fairy shrimp (SC)  
Lytta molesta - molestan blister beetle (SC)  
Fish 
Pogonichthys macrolepidotus - Sacramento splittail (SC)  
Spirinchus thaleichthys - longfin smelt (SC)  
Amphibians 
Spea hammondii - western spadefoot toad (SC)  
Reptiles 
Clemmys marmorata marmorata - northwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Clemmys marmorata pallida - southwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Phrynosoma coronatum frontale - California horned lizard (SC)  
Birds 
Agelaius tricolor - tricolored blackbird (SC)  
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Athene cunicularia hypugaea - western burrowing owl (SC)  
Branta canadensis leucopareia - Aleutian Canada goose (D)  
Buteo regalis - ferruginous hawk (SC)  
Buteo Swainsoni – Swainson’s hawk (CA)  
Calypte costae – Costa’s hummingbird (SC)  
Carduelis lawrencei – Lawrence’s goldfinch (SC)  
Chaetura vauxi – Vaux’s swift (SC)  
Charadrius montanus - mountain plover (SC)  
Elanus leucurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)  
Empidonax traillii brewsteri - little willow flycatcher (CA)  
Falco peregrinus anatum - American peregrine falcon (D)  
Grus canadensis tabida - greater sandhill crane (CA)  
Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shrike (SC)  
Melanerpes lewis – Lewis’ woodpecker (SC)  
Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew (SC)  
Picoides nuttallii – Nuttall’s woodpecker (SLC)  
Plegadis chihi - white-faced ibis (SC)  
Selasphorus rufus - rufous hummingbird (SC)  
Mammals 
Ammospermophilus nelsoni - San Joaquin (=Nelson's) antelope squirrel (CA)  
Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific western big-eared bat (SC)  
Eumops perotis californicus - greater western mastiff-bat (SC)  
Myotis ciliolabrum - small-footed myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis volans - long-legged myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis yumanensis - Yuma myotis bat (SC)  
Onychomys torridus tularensis - Tulare grasshopper mouse (SC)  
Perognathus inornatus - San Joaquin pocket mouse (SC)  
Plants 
Atriplex cordulata - heartscale (SC)  
Atriplex minuscula - lesser saltscale (SC)  
Atriplex subtilis - subtle orache (SLC)  
 
Species with Critical Habitat Proposed or Designated in this Quad 
None 
 
========================================================== 
 
Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that may be Affected 
by Projects in the SELMA 7 1/2 Minute Quad 
Database Last Updated: June 1, 2004 
 
Listed Species 
 
Invertebrates 
Branchinecta lynchi - vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)  
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus - valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)  
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Fish 
Hypomesus transpacificus - delta smelt (T)  
Amphibians 
Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T)  
Reptiles 
Gambelia (=Crotaphytus) sila - blunt-nosed leopard lizard (E)  
Thamnophis gigas - giant garter snake (T)  
Birds 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus - bald eagle (T)  
Mammals 
Dipodomys nitratoides exilis - Fresno kangaroo rat (E)  
Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides - Tipton kangaroo rat (E)  
Vulpes macrotis mutica - San Joaquin kit fox (E)  
 
Proposed Species 
 
Amphibians 
Ambystoma californiense - California tiger salamander (PT)  
 
Species of Concern 
 
Invertebrates 
Branchinecta mesovallensis - Midvalley fairy shrimp (SC)  
Linderiella occidentalis - California linderiella fairy shrimp (SC)  
Lytta molesta - molestan blister beetle (SC)  
Fish 
Lampetra hubbsi - Kern brook lamprey (SC)  
Pogonichthys macrolepidotus - Sacramento splittail (SC)  
Spirinchus thaleichthys - longfin smelt (SC)  
Amphibians 
Rana boylii - foothill yellow-legged frog (SC)  
Spea hammondii - western spadefoot toad (SC)  
Reptiles 
Clemmys marmorata marmorata - northwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Clemmys marmorata pallida - southwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Phrynosoma coronatum frontale - California horned lizard (SC)  
Birds 
Agelaius tricolor - tricolored blackbird (SC)  
Athene cunicularia hypugaea - western burrowing owl (SC)  
Branta canadensis leucopareia - Aleutian Canada goose (D)  
Buteo regalis - ferruginous hawk (SC)  
Buteo Swainsoni – Swainson’s hawk (CA)  
Calypte costae – Costa’s hummingbird (SC)  
Carduelis lawrencei - Lawrence's goldfinch (SC)  
Chaetura vauxi – Vaux’s swift (SC)  
Charadrius montanus - mountain plover (SC)  
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Elanus leucurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)  
Empidonax traillii brewsteri - little willow flycatcher (CA)  
Falco peregrinus anatum - American peregrine falcon (D)  
Grus canadensis tabida - greater sandhill crane (CA)  
Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shrike (SC)  
Melanerpes lewis – Lewis’ woodpecker (SC)  
Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew (SC)  
Picoides nuttallii – Nuttall’s woodpecker (SLC)  
Plegadis chihi - white-faced ibis (SC)  
Selasphorus rufus - rufous hummingbird (SC)  
Mammals 
Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific western big-eared bat (SC)  
Eumops perotis californicus - greater western mastiff-bat (SC)  
Myotis ciliolabrum - small-footed myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis volans - long-legged myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis yumanensis - Yuma myotis bat (SC)  
Perognathus inornatus - San Joaquin pocket mouse (SC)  
 
Species with Critical Habitat Proposed or Designated in this Quad 
None  
 
================================================ 
 
Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that may be Affected 
by Projects in the TRAVER 7 1/2 Minute Quad 
Database Last Updated: June 1, 2004 
 
Listed Species 
 
Invertebrates 
Branchinecta lynchi - vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)  
Desmocerus californicus dimorphus - valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)  
Lepidurus packardi - vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)  
Fish 
Hypomesus transpacificus - delta smelt (T)  
Amphibians 
Rana aurora draytonii - California red-legged frog (T)  
Reptiles 
Gambelia (=Crotaphytus) sila - blunt-nosed leopard lizard (E)  
Thamnophis gigas - giant garter snake (T)  
Birds 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus - bald eagle (T)  
Mammals 
Dipodomys nitratoides exilis - Fresno kangaroo rat (E)  
Dipodomys nitratoides nitratoides - Tipton kangaroo rat (E)  
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Vulpes macrotis mutica - San Joaquin kit fox (E)  
 
Proposed Species 
 
Amphibians 
Ambystoma californiense - California tiger salamander (PT)  
 
Species of Concern 
 
Invertebrates 
Linderiella occidentalis - California linderiella fairy shrimp (SC)  
Lytta molesta - molestan blister beetle (SC)  
Fish 
Pogonichthys macrolepidotus - Sacramento splittail (SC)  
Spirinchus thaleichthys - longfin smelt (SC)  
Amphibians 
Spea hammondii - western spadefoot toad (SC)  
Reptiles 
Clemmys marmorata marmorata - northwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Clemmys marmorata pallida - southwestern pond turtle (SC)  
Phrynosoma coronatum frontale - California horned lizard (SC)  
Birds 
Agelaius tricolor - tricolored blackbird (SC)  
Athene cunicularia hypugaea - western burrowing owl (SC)  
Branta canadensis leucopareia - Aleutian Canada goose (D)  
Buteo regalis - ferruginous hawk (SC)  
Buteo Swainsoni – Swainson’s hawk (CA)  
Calypte costae – Costa’s hummingbird (SC)  
Carduelis lawrencei – Lawrence’s goldfinch (SC)  
Chaetura vauxi – Vaux’s swift (SC)  
Charadrius montanus - mountain plover (SC)  
Elanus leucurus - white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite (SC)  
Empidonax traillii brewsteri - little willow flycatcher (CA)  
Falco peregrinus anatum - American peregrine falcon (D)  
Grus canadensis tabida - greater sandhill crane (CA)  
Lanius ludovicianus - loggerhead shrike (SC)  
Melanerpes lewis – Lewis’ woodpecker (SC)  
Numenius americanus - long-billed curlew (SC)  
Picoides nuttallii – Nuttall’s woodpecker (SLC)  
Plegadis chihi - white-faced ibis (SC)  
Selasphorus rufus - rufous hummingbird (SC)  
Mammals 
Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii - Pacific western big-eared bat (SC)  
Eumops perotis californicus - greater western mastiff-bat (SC)  
Myotis ciliolabrum - small-footed myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis thysanodes - fringed myotis bat (SC)  
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Myotis volans - long-legged myotis bat (SC)  
Myotis yumanensis - Yuma myotis bat (SC)  
Onychomys torridus tularensis - Tulare grasshopper mouse (SC)  
Perognathus inornatus - San Joaquin pocket mouse (SC)  
Plants 
Atriplex depressa - brittlescale (SC)  
 
Species with Critical Habitat Proposed or Designated in this Quad 
vernal pool fairy shrimp (X)  
vernal pool invertebrates (X)  
vernal pool plants (X)  
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (X) 
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Appendix E Farmland Conversion Impact 
Rating for Corridor Type 
Projects      
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Appendix F Comments and Responses 
This appendix addresses the comments received on the Initial Study with Proposed 
Mitigated Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment, circulated for public 
review and comment from May 8, 2006 to June 26, 2006. A public hearing was held 
on June 8, 2006 to solicit further public comment on the document.  

This appendix presents all of the written comments received on the document during 
the public comment period and provides the Caltrans responses to those comments. 
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Response to the State Clearinghouse 

This letter confirms that Caltrans has complied with the Clearinghouse review 
requirements. No other response is necessary. 
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Response to the California Department of Water Resources 

All Caltrans projects are covered by the Caltrans Statewide National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System Permit No. CAS000003 (State Water Resources 
Control Board No. 99-06-DWQ). Under this permit, the required Storm Water 
Management Plan directs that potential impacts to water quality (erosion, discharges 
of hazardous material, disruption of natural drainage patterns, etc.) be addressed in 
the planning, design, and construction phases. In addition, a Notification of 
Construction is to be submitted to the appropriate Regional Water Quality Control 
Board at least 30 days before construction starts. A permit would be obtained by the 
California Reclamation Board for construction at the Kings River and Cross Creek. 
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Response to the California Regional Water Quality Control Board 

Comment noted. 
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Response to the Consolidated Irrigation District 

Thank you for your comments on the draft environmental document. Caltrans 
Environmental Engineer David Troop contacted the Consolidated Irrigation District 
to discuss the Cole Slough, one of the original branches of Cross Creek, north of the 
Kings River. Freeway construction at the Cole Slough would include the following:  

• Cole Slough East Culvert Widening—Widening to the east a minimum of 0.61 
meter (2 feet) for shoulder widening and approximately 0.46 to 0.61 meter (1.5 to 
2 feet) for a concrete barrier, which would require lengthening the box culvert and 
constructing a new headwall.  

• Cole Slough West Culvert Widening—Widening the median approximately 3 
meters (10 feet) to the west of the freeway, which would cover the existing 
portion of the box culvert. There would be no modifications to the box culvert for 
the widening. 

After discussing the project with Assistant Manager Lupe Chavez of the Consolidated 
Irrigation District, Caltrans staff forwarded the requested cross-sections for the Cole 
Slough to the Consolidated Irrigation District on August 11, 2006. Layouts of the area 
would be available during the design stage of the project. 
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Response to John Hernandez, President, Central California Hispanic Chamber 
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Response to John Hernandez, Central California Hispanic Chamber of 
Commerce 

Comment noted. 
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EXHIBIT B to this comment is the Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration/Environmental Assessment (109 pages) circulated from May 8, 2006 
through June 26, 2006. 
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Response to Robert V. Klems Jr., Ward River Ranch, LLC 
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Response to Ward River Ranch, LLC 

1. See Caltrans letter dated July 20, 2006.  

2. Caltrans conducted a noise study at the Riverland property and the Ward 
River Ranch in response to Mr. Klems’ letter dated June 23, 2006. A Noise 
Study Report dated August 10, 2006 was prepared documenting the results of 
the study.  

Abatement is considered when computer modeling predicts that a project 
would cause future noise levels to approach or exceed the levels in the table 
below.  

Federal Activity Categories and Noise Abatement Criteria 

Activity 
Category 

Noise Abatement Criteria
Hourly A-Weighted  

Noise Level,  
Average Decibels  

Over One Hour 

Description  
of Activities 

 
A 

 
57 Exterior 

Lands on which serenity and quiet are of 
extraordinary significance and serve an 
important public need and where the 
preservation of those qualities is essential if the 
area is to continue to serve its intended purpose 

B 67 Exterior 

Picnic areas, recreation areas, playgrounds, 
active sport areas, parks, residences, motels, 
hotels, schools, churches, libraries, and 
hospitals 

C 72 Exterior 
Developed lands, properties, or activities not 
included in Categories A or B above 

D -- Undeveloped lands 
 

E 52 Interior 
Residence, motels, hotels, public meeting 
rooms, schools, churches, libraries, hospitals, 
and auditoriums 

Source: Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis Manual, 1998 
A-weighted decibels are adjusted to approximate the way humans perceive sound 

The current noise level at the residence nearest the freeway at the Ward River 
Ranch is 61.6 decibels. The predicted noise level for the year 2030 is 65.1 
decibels. These levels do not approach or exceed the Noise Abatement 
Criteria level of 67 decibels, set by the Federal Highway Administration. 
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Noise abatement is also considered when the predicted traffic noise levels 
substantially increase (by 12 or more decibels) over the existing noise levels. 
However, the expected increase at the Ward River Ranch residence is only 3.5 
decibels.  

The current noise level at the residence nearest the freeway at Riverland is 
74.1 decibels. By the year 2030, the noise level is predicted to reach 77.5 
decibels. A soundwall 4.0 meters (13 feet) high and 338 meters (1,108 feet) 
long—beginning 58 meters (190 feet) south of the Kings River Bridge, and 
extending approximately 79 meters (260 feet) south of the Riverland 
property—would reduce the noise level at least 5 decibels for residences at 
Riverland. The Ward River Ranch would benefit from the soundwall near 
Riverland, though the noise reduction would be less than 5 decibels. 

An updated Air Quality Report dated August 25, 2006 was prepared. This 
project conforms to the federal Clean Air Act and complies with the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards as well as state standards. No new violations 
of particulate matter or carbon monoxide would be generated as a result of 
this project. Short-term impacts would take place during construction. Air 
pollutants would be generated from the construction equipment as a result of 
demolition, grading, hauling and other construction activities.  

Construction of the Preferred Alternative would decrease congestion, ease 
mobility, increase capacity, and enhance traffic safety, which would result in 
an improved Level of Service within the project limits. The level of air quality 
would be maintained as a result of this project. 

3. See Caltrans letter dated July 20, 2006. 

4. Caltrans acknowledges that references to the Williamson Act in the draft 
environmental document needed correcting. Williamson Act farmlands have 
been identified, and the California Environmental Quality Act Checklist in 
Appendix A has been revised. Caltrans’ acquisition of 0.10 hectare (0.25 acre) 
of your property under the Williamson Act would not result in a cancellation 
or violation of the contract. The project has no significant farmland impacts 
for California Environmental Quality Act purposes. 

5. The draft environmental document discussed potential impacts to wildlife not 
listed or proposed for listing under the state or federal Endangered Species 
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Act. Domestic livestock are not covered by the act and are not studied because 
they are not wildlife, nor listed as threatened or endangered.  

6. Interstate 5 is not a viable alternative for the existing or future traffic 
identified in the final environmental document. Interstate 5, although parallel 
to State Route 99, is approximately 50 miles west of State Route 99. 
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Response to Virgil Anderson 

Thank you for your comment. According to the Caltrans Maintenance Division, the 
northbound off-ramp “one-way” sign has been adjusted higher so motorists now have 
a better view. 
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Response to Jolene Polyack 

The enhancements suggested by Jolene Polyack are considered artwork. It is 
Caltrans’ intent to provide aesthetic treatments to the soundwalls that would 
compliment Swedish architecture. Typically, Caltrans projects provide aesthetic 
treatments in the way of patterns, textures, colors of masonry block, and vine 
plantings. Additional artwork may be funded by Transportation Enhancement 
Activities monies or from private sources that may be available. Transportation 
Enhancement Activities monies may be available from Caltrans or Fresno County. 
The City of Kingsburg would apply for the Transportation Enhancement Activities 
funding. The City of Kingsburg and Caltrans would work cooperatively during the 
design phase of the project to see if this artwork could be implemented. 
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Appendix G Mitigation Measures  
Project Mitigation Measures 

 

 

Resource 
 

Resource Impact Mitigation Measure 

Cultural Resources Construction activities near  
CA-TUL-2450 

• Establish one Environmentally Sensitive 
Area. 
• Native American monitor during 
construction. 

Hydraulics Designated Floodway at 
Kings River  
 
Floodplain at Traver Canal 
and Creek 

• Potential retention basis with equalizer 
cross culverts at Kings River. 
• Concrete barriers replaced by thrie-bean 
barrier. 
• Bio-swales and new drainage inlets for 
drainage. 
• California Reclamation Board 
encroachment permit, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Nationwide Section 404 permit, 
California Regional Water Control Board 
Section 401 Water Quality Certification . 

Water Quality Short-term impacts to 
surface water quality during 
construction 

• Incorporate Best Management Practices. 
• Coordination with Regional Water Quality 
Control Board and Kings River Conservation 
District. 
• Construction activity across to irrigation 
canals north of Cross Creek must remain at 
least 10 feet away from agricultural wells. 
• National Pollutant District Elimination 
System permit required. 

Geology/Soils Southbound Kings River 
Bridge to be replaced 

Subsurface investigation for cast-in-drilled 
hole piles to be reported to Geotechnical 
unit.  
 

Hazardous Waste 
Materials 

Asbestos-containing 
materials in bridge 
structures 

Provisions for removal and disposal part of 
construction planning, if needed. 

Air Quality Air quality  • Contractor must comply with San Joaquin 
Valley Unified Air Pollution control district 
regulations. 
• Caltrans Standard specifications for dust 
control and dust palliative requirements, for 
example, watering construction site, runoff 
and erosion control, traps on diesel-exhaust 
systems, emission-control retrofits on older 
vehicles.  
 

Noise Future traffic noise Three soundwalls proposed in Kingsburg, at 
the Kings Inn Motel, and Riverland RV park. 
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Resource Resource Impact Mitigation Measure 
Wetlands and Other 
Waters 

Temporary and permanent 
impacts to Kings River and 
Cross Creek 

• Onsite in-kind replacement or credits 
purchased from wetlands mitigation bank. 
• Clean Water Act Sections 401 and 404 
Nationwide permit to be acquired. 
• Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement from California Department of 
Fish and Game. 
• California Reclamation Board 
encroachment permit for Kings River and 
Cross Creek. 
 

Animal Species Palid Bat and Yuma Myotis Bat • Section 1602 Streambed Alteration 
Agreement from California Department of 
Fish and Game to determine 
compensation for habitat removal 
• New habitat would be incorporated into 
new southbound structure and/or offsite. 

Threatened and 
Endangered Species 

San Joaquin kit fox migration 
corridor near Cross Creek 
Nine Valley Elderberry 
longhorn beetle  
Swainson’s hawk 
 

Comply with the Biological Opinion 
received on June 23, 2006 for the 
protection of the San Joaquin Kit Fox and 
the valley elderberry longhorn beetle. 

 
San Joaquin kit fox 

• Pre-construction surveys 
• bridges and box culverts would remain to 
allow kit foxes to cross the freeway 
• Combination of concrete barrier and thrie 
beam for this project 
• Right-of-way fences designed to allow kit 
fox passage 
 

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle 
• Two host shrubs for the Elderberry 
longhorn beetle would be established as 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas.  
• Seven shrubs would be transplanted in 
suitable area and additional shrubs would 
be planted 

 
Swainson’s Hawk 

• Pre-construction surveys 
• Swainson’s hawk next would be avoided 
during nesting season (March 1 – 
September 15) 
• No pile driving or relatively loud 
construction activities are scheduled within 
0.40-kilometer (0.25-mile) distance from 
the nest 
• Biological monitoring if avoidance is not 
practicable during construction 

Invasive Species Small populations of yellow-
star-thistle removed 

Removal is not likely to result in the 
spread of species. Extra precautions 
would be taken if invasion occurs.   
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Appendix H Summary of Relocation 
Benefits 

California Dept. of Transportation Relocation Assistance Program  
 
Relocation Assistance Advisory Services 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) would provide relocation 
advisory assistance to any person, business, farm, or non-profit organization 
displaced as a result of Caltrans’ acquisition of real property for public use. Caltrans 
would assist residential displacees in obtaining comparable decent, safe, and sanitary 
replacement housing by providing current and continuing information on sales prices 
and rental rates of available housing. Non-residential displacees would receive 
information on comparable properties for lease or purchase.  

Residential replacement dwellings would be in equal or better neighborhoods, at 
prices within the financial means of the individuals and families displaced, and 
reasonably accessible to their places of employment. Before any displacement occurs, 
displacees would be offered comparable replacement dwellings that are open to all 
persons regardless of race, color, religion, sex, or national origin, and are consistent 
with the requirements of Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968. This assistance 
would also include supplying information concerning federal- and state-assisted 
housing programs, and any other known services being offered by public and private 
agencies in the area.  

Residential Relocation Payments Program  
To request a copy of the Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocation brochure or 
any brochures referenced in the sections immediately below, please contact the 
following individual (please specify the project name: Goshen/Kingsburg 6-Lane 
Freeway project):  

Judith Lopez, Associate Environment Planner 
Southern Sierra Environmental Analysis Branch 
California Department of Transportation 
2015 E. Shields Avenue, Suite 100 
Fresno, CA 93726 
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Or access the brochure via the Internet at the following links (the first link listed is for 
the English version of the brochure; the second link listed is for the Spanish version): 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/residential_english.pdf 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/residential_spanish.pdf 

For a brochure pertaining to residential displacement of mobile homes, access the 
following (first link is for the English version; second link is for the Spanish version): 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/mobile_eng.pdf 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/mobile_sp.pdf 

Business and Farm Relocation Assistance Program  
For the Relocation Assistance for Businesses and/or Farms brochure, access the 
following (first link is for the English version; second link is for the Spanish version): 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/business_farm.pdf 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/pubs/business_sp.pdf  

Additional Information  
No relocation payment received would be considered as income for the purpose of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 or for the purposes of determining eligibility or the 
extent of eligibility of any person for assistance under the Social Security Act or any 
other federal law (except for any federal law providing low-income housing 
assistance).  

Persons who are eligible for relocation payments and who are legally occupying the 
property required for the project would not be asked to move without being given at 
least 90 days advance notice, in writing. Occupants of any type of dwelling eligible 
for relocation payments would not be required to move unless at least one comparable 
"decent, safe, and sanitary" replacement residence, open to all persons regardless of 
race, color, religion, sex, or national origin, is available or has been made available to 
them by the state.  

Any person, business, farm, or non-profit organization, which has been refused a 
relocation payment by Caltrans, or believes that the payments are inadequate, may 
appeal for a hearing before a hearing officer or the Caltrans’ Relocation Assistance 
Appeals Board. No legal assistance is required; however, the displacee may choose to 
obtain legal council at his/her expense. Information about the appeal procedure is 
available from Caltrans’ Relocation Advisors.  
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The information above is not intended to be a complete statement of all of Caltrans’ 
laws and regulations. At the time of the first written offer to purchase, owner-
occupants are given a more detailed explanation of the state's relocation services. 
Tenant occupants of properties to be acquired are contacted immediately after the first 
written offer to purchase, and also given a more detailed explanation of Caltrans’ 
relocation programs.  

Important Notice  
To avoid loss of possible benefits, no individual, family, business, farm, or non-profit 
organization should commit to purchase or rent a replacement property without first 
contacting a Department of Transportation relocation advisor at:  

State of California  
Department of Transportation, District #6  
1352 W. Olive Avenue 
Fresno, CA 93728 
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List of Technical Studies that are Bound Separately 

Air Quality Report 
Noise Study Report 
Water Quality Report 
Natural Environment Study 
Biological Assessment 
 • Biological Opinion 
Location Hydraulic Study 
Hazardous Waste Report 
 • Initial Site Assessment 
Scenic Resource Evaluation/Visual Assessment 
Initial Paleontology Study 
Preliminary Geotechnical Report 
New Advance Planning Study (Bridge Design) 
Traffic Report 
Historical Property Survey Report 
   • Historic Study Report 
   • Historic Resource Evaluation Report 
   • Historic Architectural Survey Report 
   • Archaeological Survey Report 

 




